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10.1.1 Roadway Funding Revenue

A description of the various categories of funding available through TxDOT is summarized in Table 10-1
below.

Table 10-1: TxDOT Funding Categories

Funding Category Description

Provides for preventive maintenance and pavement rehabilitation on the existing
state highway system, including installation and rehabilitation of traffic control
devices and the rehabilitation and maintenance of operational trafficmanagement
systems.

1  Preventative Maintenance and Rehabilitation

2  Metropolitan and Urban Area Corridor Projects Addresses mobility needs in all metropolitan areas throughout the state.

Addresses mobility needs through the state using funding sources not traditionally

part of the state highway fund. The projects in this category include Proposition 12,
3 Non-Traditionally Funded Transportation Projects Proposition 14, Pass-through Toll Financing, Texas Mobility Fund, Concession,

Regional Toll Revenue, Comprehensive

Development Agreement, Local Participation, and unique federal funding.

Addresses mobility and.added capacity project needs on major state highway
system corridors which provide statewide connectivity between urban areas and
corridors which serve mobility needs throughout the state. The highway connectivity
network'is composed of the Texas Trunk System; National Highway System (NHS);
and connections from Texas Trunk System or NHS to major ports on international
borders or Texas water ports.

4  Statewide Connectivity Corridor Projects

Addresses the attainment of national ambient air quality standards in the non-
5 Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality Improvement attainment areas of the state. Projects are for congestion mitigation and air quality
improvement in.the non-attainment areas in the state.

Addresses the replacement or rehabilitation of deficient existing bridges located on
public highways, roads, and streets in the state; the construction of grade
separations at existing highway-railroad grade crossings; and the rehabilitation of
deficient railroad underpasses on the state highway system.

6 Bridges

Addresses transportation needs within the metropolitan area boundaries of
7  Metropolitan Mobility/ Rehabilitation Metropolitan Planning Organizations having urbanized areas with populations of
200,000 or greater.

Addresses safety needs on and off the state highway system, and includes the Safe
8 Safety Routes to School program, the High Risk Rural Roads program, and the Railway-
Highway Safety Program.

Addresses projects that are above and beyond what could normally be expected in
9 Transportation Enhancements the way of enhancements to the transportation system, including the cultural,
historic, aesthetic, and environmental aspects of transportation infrastructure.

Addresses projects that do not qualify for funding in other categories, such as state

10 Supplemental Transportation Projects park roads, landscaping, and handicap accessible curb ramps at on-system
intersections.
11 District Discretionary Addresses projects selected at the District Engineer’s discretion.

Addresses needs related to statewide economic development, military deployment

12 Strategic Priority routes, and manmade and natural emergencies.
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10.1.2 Federal Funding Programs for Transit

A description of each of the Federal Transit Administration (FTA) program from which funding is available for the
SETRPC region is provided in Table 10-2 below.

Table 10-2: FTA Funding Categories

Funding Category Description

5307

5309

5310

5311

5324

5339

Program subsidizes the operating and/or capital cost of transit services. Eligible
Urbanized Area Formula Grant Program expenses include planning, engineering; most administration, preventive
maintenance, fuel, parts, and operating costs.

Divided into three categories: modernization of existing rail systems, new rail
systems, and new and replacement buses.and facilities. The bus category is the only

Capital Investment Program one from which the SETRPC region is eligible to receive funds. These funds are used
to subsidize the purchase of buses, bus-related equipment and paratransit vehicles,
and for the construction of bus-related facilities.

Transportation for Elderly Persons and  Capital expenses that support transportation to meet the special needs of older
Persons with Disabilities adults and persons with disabilities.

Capital, planning, and operating expenses for public transit in non-urbanized areas

Rural Transit and Intercity Bus with a population under 50,000 as designated by the Bureau of the Census.

Funding for protecting, repairing, and/or replacing equipment and facilities that may
Emergency Relief suffer or have suffered serious damage as a result of an emergency, including
natural. disasters such as floods, hurricanes, and tornadoes.

Provides funding to replace, rehabilitate, and purchase buses and related equipment

Buses and Bugiasiites and to construct bus-related facilities.
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10.1.3 Other Funding Sources
Texas Mobility Fund

The Texas State Legislature created the Texas Mobility Fund in order to accelerate completion of TxXDOT
projects and improvements. The Fund allows the state to issue bonds, which are backed by a dedicated
revenue source. HB 3588 authorizes certain transportation related fees such as motor vehicle inspection
fees and driver’s license fees to be moved from the state’s General Revenue Fund to the Texas Mobility
Fund.

Local Option Sales Taxes for Transportation

The use of local option sales tax revenues to fund transportation needs in the southeast Texas region
represents a significant opportunity. In general, the State of Texas Tax Code authorizes cities and
counties to adopt local sales and use taxes for any purpose other than repaying bonds. Provided the sum
of all local option taxes in a given area does not exceed 2%, and the local option tax is approved by
referendum, each city and/or county in the southeast Texas region could adopt up to a 2% sales tax that
could be earmarked to address transportation system needs.

State Infrastructure Bank

This is a banking system set up by TxDOT with federal and:state funds and is designed to encourage
local entities to pay a larger share of the cost for highway projects: Local entities may apply for loans,
lines of credit, letters of credit, bond insurance, and capitalreserves forroadway improvement projects.

Traffic Impact Fees on New Development

Traffic impact fees ensure that new development pays its fair share of the cost to improve the
transportation system so as not to exacerbate existing transportation problems.

Toll Fees

The use of toll revenue financing is attracting increased attention to complete transportation projects
when other funding sources may be limited. Issuing bonds secured by toll revenue gives state and local
authorities the ability to-accelerate transportation projects that might otherwise not be able to be
completed using traditional funding sources. HB 3588 allows TxDOT to enter into an agreement with
Regional Mobility Authorities (RMAs) to pay a per-vehicle fee as reimbursement for construction and
maintenance of state highways or as compensation for the cost of maintaining facilities transferred to an
RMA. Based on pre-determined levels of usage, this approach allows TxDOT to effectively pay “tolls” on
behalf of motorists using a new facility with revenues being derived from traditional funding sources such
as gas tax revenues. The “shadow toll” or “pass through financing” payments received by the RMA from
TxDOT can then be used to repay revenue bonds issued by the RMA to advance the project.

State Tax on Motor Fuels
States have the option of extending the retail sales tax to gasoline and dedicating the proceeds for

transportation or transit. Several other states, such as New Jersey, Florida, California, and Maryland, use
excise taxes on motor fuels for transportation funds.
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Funds for roadway and other capital improvements could be generated through the issue of “Certificates
of Obligation,” commonly known as bonds. Issuing bonds to fund city improvements largely depends on a
favorable bond rating and low interest rates. Funding transportation improvements by issuing bonds
remains an attractive option for cities in the SETRPC area.

10.2 Revenue Projections

Bond Issues

The first step in the process of demonstrating financial constraints is todetermine what revenues can be
reasonably expected over the life of the plan. Most regional roadway. projects are financed through
federal and state funds which are mostly derived from taxes on fuel and fees from vehicle registration.
Transit projects are also funded through federal, state, and local sources, as well as revenue received
through fares.

The MPO has worked with the Texas A&M Transportation Institute (ITl) and the TxDOT-Beaumont
District to determine the expected levels of funding for the fiscal years included in this plan (FY
2025-2050). As per TxDOT'’s direction the FY 2024-2033 Unified Transportation Plan (UTP) was utilized
to project the future revenue for all categories of funds. TTI utilized the Transportation Revenue Estimator
and Needs Determination System (TRENDS) database toproject the reasonable revenues by category.
TRENDS is a scenario planning model that forecasts revenues and expenses for TxDOT. The model is
updated regularly to include the latest cash forecasts and letting schedules from TxDOT. The revenue
projections by available funding through TxDOT by category from 2025 to 2050 are presented in Table
10-3.
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MTP Revenue Projection

Table 10-3: MTP Revenue Projections for TXDOT Roadway Projects

Category  Description

1 Preventive Maintenance and Rehabilitation $5,113,175.00
2Mor 2U  Urban Area (Non-TMA) Corridor Projects $472,188,179_.03
3 Non-Traditionally Funded Transportation Project $3,524,035.00
3DB Design Build (DB) 550?

4 Urban and Regional Connectivity y $180,377,600.00
5 CMAQ - 4 $OI)0 o
6 Structures - Bridge N —$0.00

7 Metro Mobility & Rehab : —$0.00

8 Safety &)

9 TAP Set-Aside Program $0.00

10 Supplemental Transportation ) $6,071,243.28

10 CBI Corridor Border . \ 4 $0.00

11 District Discretionary $0.00

11 Energy Sector A $0.00

12 Texas Clear Lanes - $0.00

12 Strategic Priority 4 $389,164,012.00
SW PE Statewide Budget: $0.00

SW ROW  Statewide BL;G'[ ROW $0.00

Total $1,056,438,244.31

*This category is programmed by the Texas Transportation Commission’s discretion on a project by project basis. As such,
an annual average amount is not reflected.
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10.2.1 Transit Funding Revenue

Table 10-4 contains the annual average amount of funding anticipated for the various FTA funding
categories, along with the amount projected for all the fiscal years 2020-2045 included in this plan.

Table 10-4: MTP Revenue Projections for TxDOT Transit Projects

Category Description MTP Revenue Projection
5307 Operations and Maintenance $23,700,000
5310 Fl_mds_ _f_or Transportation for Seniors and People with $1,1641104
Disabilities
5311 Rural Transit and Intercity Bus $4,518,548

10.3 Project Selection Process

The SETRPC Technical Committee met on Wednesday, August 30, 2023, to score projects which were
submitted in the Call For Projects. Projects were scored following various criteria established in the
adopted Project Selection Process (PSP) including safety, mobility, connectivity, accessibility,
sustainability, environmental, equity, cost, etc. The.members of the Technical Committee were present,
which met the requirement to establish a quorum.

The PSP specifies two separate evaluation tracks tailored to the characteristics of different types of
projects. The Road Evaluation Track is designed to evaluate projects which are oriented towards vehicle
use, and the Transportation Choices & Livability Evaluation Track is designed to evaluate projects for
active transportation modes and<$ocial benefits.

Within each evaluation track, there are objective and'subjective criteria. Objective criteria can be
measured with planning_tools and are scored by the staff of the MPO. The subjective criteria cannot be
directly measured but depend on contextual knowledge and opinions. The Technical Committee prepares
the subjective scoring portion of the PSP. The objective scores and the average of the subjective scores
from all Technical Committee members are totaled to derive the final score and ranking for each project.

Four projects were evaluated under the Road Evaluation Track. The SETRPC did not receive any
projects submitted for active transportation modes and social benefits during the call for projects.
Therefare, no project was evaluated under the Transportation Choices & Livability Evaluation Track.
Following the scoring process and review by the Technical Committee, the total project scores and
rankings were submitted to the SETRPC Transportation Planning Committee (TPC) board for their
approval of the final ranking.

Following the ranking, the MPO staff selects each project to program into the MTP based on the priority
ranking and the projected amount of revenue expected. Because the MTP is a financially constrained
plan, projects can only be funded that fit within the expected revenue forecast for the MPO. All four
projects from the Call for Projects were programmed into the MTP-2050. The year they are programmed
indicates priority. The higher ranked projects are programmed to let for construction earlier than the lower
ranked projects.
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The projects selected in the SETRPC MTP-2050 must be financially constrained, meaning the project cost must
fall within the expected revenue projections.

10.4 Financially Constrained Plan

Table 10-5 demonstrates financial constraint for roadway projects for FY 2025-2050 by showing the comparison
of revenue projection with the programmed amount.

Table 10-5: Roadway Projects FY 2025-2050 Financial Constraint

Category Description MTF . MTP
Revenue Projection Programmed

1 Preventive Maintenance and Rehabilitation Not applicable* Not applicable*
2Mor2U  Urban Area (Non-TMA) Corridor Projects $472,188,179.03 $472,188,179.03
3 Non-Traditionally Funded Transportation Project 7553,524,035.007 $3,524,035.00
3DB Design Build (DB) $0.00 $0.00
4 Urban and Regional Connectivity : $180,377,600.00 $180,377,600.00
5 CMAQ $0.00 $0.00
6 Structures - Bridge Not applicable® Not applicable*
7 Metro Mobility & Rehab \ 4 Not applicable* Not applicable*
8 Safety \ Not applicable® Not applicable*
9 TAP Set-Aside Progjn - \ 4 $0.00 $0.00
10 Supplemental Transportation $6,071,243.00 $6,071,243.00
10 CBI Corridor Border $0.00 $0.00
11 District Discretionary $0.00 $0.00
11 Energy Sector - $0.00 $0.00
12 Texas Clear Lanes 4 $0.00 $0.00
12 Strategic Priority $389,164,012.00 $389,164,012.00
SW PE Statewide Budget PE $0.00 $0.00
SW ROW  Statewide Budget ROW $0.00 $0.00
DA $201,568,432.00 $201,568,432.00
Total $1,252,893,501.03 $1,252,893,501.03

* These categories are programmed by TXDOT and typically do not require an individual listing, as such, a programmed
amount is not reported.
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Similarly, Table 10-6 demonstrates financial constraint for transit projects for FY 2025-2050 by showing the
comparison of revenue projection with the programmed amount.

Table 10-6: Transit Projects FY 2025-2050 Financial Constraint

Category Description MTP Revenue Projection MTP Programmed
5307 Operations and Maintenance $23,700,000 $23,700,000
Funds for Transportation for Seniors and
5310 People with Disabilities $1,164,104 $1,164,104
5311 Rural Transit and Intercity Bus $4,518,548 $4,518,548
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JJOHRTS Metropolitan Transportation Plan 2050

FlnanC|aIIy Cbhnstralnted
Project List

11.0 Introduction

The SETRPC MTP-2050 includes several recommendations. This chapter summarizes the financially
constrained list of roadway and transit projects that will be funded for the next 25 years. The SETRPC-
MPO is committed to investing in a variety of projects that preserve the existing system, expand the
system’s capacity, enhance its efficiency and safety, and improve its overall quality. Improvements in this
SETRPC MTP-2050 focus on adding new capacity, improving traffic flow and system efficiency,
increasing safety, enhancing regional gateways, and supporting economic development.

The projects that have been included within the MTP-2050 'were carefully selected and prioritized. These
projects represent the current priorities based upon anticipated needs over the coming years. However,
planning for the future always includes revisiting priorities, evaluating new trends, and considering a wide
variety of other factors. Therefore, this plan is to be 'considered a living document and will be revised as
events warrant.

11.1 Roadway Projects

The projects that.have,been selected for inclusion within the SETRPC MTP-2050 were carefully selected
and prioritized{ The list of projects that are presented on the pages that follow was developed by including
projects from the most recent SETRPC Transportation Improvement Program (TIP), TxDOT 2024-2033
UTP, and projects selected through this MTP-2050 development process. The project details for the
selected roadway projects for the SETRPC MTP-2050 are summarized in Table 11-1. The “Map #
column in'the table indicates the project location as shown in Figure 11-1. For additional project details,
refer to Appendix A.
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Table 11-1.1: Selected Highway Projects for the Financially Constrained MTP-2050

MAP # CSJ

County

LET Date/ TIP OUTSIDE OF

FY 25-28

TIP FY

Roadway

Limits From

Limits To

1 0064-07-044  |24023-F50N Jasper 2028 2029 US 96 Sabine C/L, South 0.8 Miles North of RE 255
2 0064-08-062  |24024-F50N Jasper 2029 2029 US 96 0.8 Miles North of RE 255, South RE 255

3 0065-06-067  |19095-F45N Hardin 2027 US 69 US 96, South Jefferson C/L

4 0065-07-065 19084-FA5N Jefferson 2028 UsS 69 Hardin C/L, South Tram Road

5 0200-10-060  |24005-F50N Hardin 2032 2032 US.69 0.75 Miles South of FM 1003 Mitchell Road

6 0200-14-060 24026-F50N Jefferson 2030 2030 US 69 IH 10, South SH 347

7 0200-15-025 24006-F50N Jefferson 2040 2040 US 69 Nederland Ave, South Jimmy Johnson Blvd.
8 0200-15-XXX 24010-F50N Jefferson 2035 2035 US 69 SH 347 FM 365

9 0200-16-XXX  |24008-F50N Jefferson 2029 2029 US 69 FM 365 SH 73

10 0339-03-038 24011-F50N Hardin 2037 2037 SH 105 FM 770 SH 326

11 0339-04-036  |24027-F50N Hardin 2027 SH 105 0.10 Miles East of SH 326 Pine Island Bayou
12 0920-00-133 24028-F50N Jefferson 2028 Various Districtwide *

13* 0920-00-149  |24029-F50N Jefferson 2025 Various District Wide *

14* 0920-00-150 24030-F50N Jefferson 2031 2031 Various District Wide *

15* 0920-00-171  |24031-F50N Jefferson 2025 Various District Wide *

16* 0920-00-172  |24032-F50N Jefferson 2026 Various District Wide *

17* 0920-00-173  |24033-F50N Jefferson 2027 Various District Wide *

18 0920-38-288  |24001-F50N Jefferson 2025 Houston Corner of Houston Ave and 4th Street 4th Street

19 0920-38-291  |24002-F50N Jefferson 2025 Austin Corner of Rev Dr Ransom Howard Drive 4th Street

20** TBD 24009-F50N Jefferson 2030 2030 9th Avenue 36th Street Evergreen Drive
21 0028-13-142  |24022-F50N Jefferson 2028 2031 IH 10 US 90, East At UPRR

22 0200-04-020  |24025-F50N Jasper 2028 US 69 Angelina County Line Tyler County Line

*Not Mapped, District Wide Project

** Grouped Project, No MPO ID




Table 11-1.2: Selected Highway Projects for the Financially Constrained MTP-2050

Project Name

Project Description

Funding Category

Construction

Cost

Total Cost

1 0064-07-044 US 96 (Sabine C/L to N of RE2550 - Widen |Widen from 2 to 4 Lanes Divided 12-TTC, 4-CN, 1 $0.00, $78,527,038.00
2 0064-08-062 US 96 (N of RE 255 to RE 255) - Widen Widen from 2 to 4 Lanes Divided 12-TTC, 4-CN, 1 $0.00 $6,423,408.00
3 0065-06-067 US 69 Widening - US 96 to Jefferson C/L  |Widen Freeway from 4 to 6 Lanes 2-MU, 4-3C, 1 $63,288,000.00| $64,901,938.00
4 0065-07-065 US 69 Widening - Hardin C/LTo Tram Rd  |Widen Freeway from 4 to 6 Lanes $14,719,999.00| $15,032,374.00
5 0200-10-060 US 69 Corridor (Kountze to Lumberton) Construct New Location 4 Lane Divided Facility 12-TTC, DA, 1 $0.00| $290,000,001.00
6 0200-14-060 US 69 Widening - IH-10 to SH 347 Widen from 4 to 6 Main Lanes 12-TTC, 2-MU, 4-3C,1 $0.00 $95,129,286.00
US 69 (Nederland Ave to Jimmy Johnson)-Ramp Reversal, Bridge Widening,
7 0200-15-025 US 69 (Nederland Ave to Jimmy Johnson) |and Intersection Improvements $0.00| $11,300,000.00
8 0200-15-XXX  |Widening of US 69 (North Segment) Widen from 4 Lanes to 6 Lanes $0.00 $0.00
9 0200-16-XXX  |Widening of US 69 (South Segment) Widen from 4 Lanes to 6 lanes $0.00 $0.00
Construct Passing Lanes (Super 2
10 0339-03-038  |Standards) On SH 105 Construct Passing Lanes (Super 2 Standards) $0.00 $0.00
SH 105 (SH 326 to Pine Island Bayou) -
11 0339-04-036  |Widen Widen from 2 to 4 with CLTL 12-TTC, 2-MU, 1 $119,784,001.00| $147,640,106.00
12 0920-00-133 IH-10 Drainage Improvements IH-10 Drainage Improvements 12-T7C, 1 $11,200,000.00 $11,703,034.00
13* 0920-00-149 FY 24 Districtwide ADA Project FY 24 Districtwide ADA Project. Along College St- From Pinchback Rd to IH 10 |12-CMQ, 10-ADA, 1 $3,031,841.00 $3,475,635.00
14* 0920-00-150 District Wide- ITS Upgrade District Wide - ITS Upgrade to Install 40 CCTV Cameras and 8 DMSs DA $0.00 $1,645,738.00
15* 0920-00-171  |Truck Parking (FY 25) Truck Parking (FY 25) - approximately 10 truck parking spots 10CBNS, 1 $2,654,302.00 $2,789,901.00
16* 0920-00-172 Truck Parking (FY 26) Truck Parking (FY 26) - approximately 10 truck parking spots 10CBNM $1,249,538.00 $1,310,165.00
17* 0920-00-173  |Truck Parking (FY 27) Truck Parking (FY 27) - approximately 10 truck parking spots 10CBNM $1,203,135.00 $1,203,135.00
Port of Port Arthur Truck Queuing Area and Laydown Yard Project -
Port / Port Arthur Truck Queuing and Construction of a Truck Queuing Area at the corner of Houston Avenue and
18 0920-38-288  |Laydown 4th St-Rider 37 3-TMFPCI $1,931,138.00 $1,931,138.00
Port / Port Arthur Truck Queuing and Port of Port Arthur- Construct a Queuing Area at the corner of Rev Dr Ransom
19 0920-38-291 Staging Howard Drive and Austin Avenue 3TMF $1,515,653.00 $1,515,653.00
9th Avenue Paving and Drainage
20** TBD Improvements Paving and Drainage Improvements $0.00 $0.00
21 0028-13-142 IH 10-UPRR Overpass Bridge Replacement [IH 10-UPRR Overpass - Replace Bridge and Approaches 12-TTC, 2-MU, 1 $94,000,000.00| $96,017,821.00
22 0200-04-020 US 69 Corridor - Angelina C/L to Tyler C/L |Reconstruct Existing 2 Lane Highway to 4 Lanes Divided 12-TTC, 4-CN, 1 $20,906,668.00 $20,983,438.00

*Not Mapped, District Wide Project

** Grouped Project, No MPO ID
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Figure 11-1: Selected Roadway Projects for the Financially Constrained MTP-2050
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11.2 Transit Projects

Selected transit projects within the SETRPC region are summarized by FTA funding category with details

on total project cost and the programmed amount. Table 11-2 shows FTA Category 5307 transit project,
Table 11-3 shows FTA Category 5310 transit projects, Table 11-4 shows FTA Category 5311 transit
projects, and Table 11-5 shows FTA Category 5339 transit projects.

Table 11-2: FTA Category 5307 Transit Project

Year

2025

2026

2027

2028

2029

2030

2031

2032

2033

2034

2035

2036

2037

2038

2039

2040

2041

2042

2043

2044

2045

2046

2047

2048

2049

2050

Project

Operations and Maintenance
Operations and Maintenance
Operations and Maintenance
Operations and Maintenance
Operations and Maintenance
Operations and Maintenance
Operations and Maintenance
Operations and Maintenance
Operations and Maintenance
Operations and Maintenanceé
Operations and Maintenance
Operations and Maintenance
Operations and Maintenance
Operations and Maintenance
Operations and Maintenance
Operations and Maintenance
Operations and Maintenhance
Operations and Maintenance
Operations and Maintenance
Operations and Maintenance
Operations and Maintenance
Operations and Maintenance
Operations and Maintenance
Operations and Maintenance
Operations and Maintenance

Operations and Maintenance

Total Cost

$3,659,194
$3,659,194
$3,659,194
$3,659,194
$3,659,194
$3,659,194
$3,659,194
$3,659,194
$3,659,194
$3,659,194
$3,659,194
$3,659,194
$3,659,194
$3,659,194
$3,659,194
$3,659,194
$3,659,194
$3,659,194
$3,659,194
$3,659,194
$3,659,194
$3,659,194
$3,659,194
$3,659,194
$3,659,194

$3,659,194

FTA Programmed Amount

$3,659,194
$3,659,194
$3,659,194
$3,659,194
$3,659,194
$3,659,194
$3,659,194
$3,659,194
$3,659,194
$3,659,194
$3,659,194
$3,659,194
$3,659,194
$3,659,194
$3,659,194
$3,659,194
$3,659,194
$3,659,194
$3,659,194
$3,659,194
$3,659,194
$3,659,194
$3,659,194
$3,659,194
$3,659,194

$3,659,194
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Table 11-3: FTA Category 5310 Transit Projects

FTA Programmed

Year Project Total Cost Amount
2025  Funds for Transportation for Seniors and People with Disabilities $197,447 $197,447
2026  Funds for Transportation for Seniors and People with Disabilities $197,447 $197,447
2027  Funds for Transportation for Seniors and People with Disabilities $197,447 $197,447
2028  Funds for Transportation for Seniors and People with Disabilities $197,447 $197,447
2029  Funds for Transportation for Seniors and People with Disabilities $197,447 $197,447
2030  Funds for Transportation for Seniors and People with Disabilities $197,447 $197,447
2031  Funds for Transportation for Seniors and People with Disabilities $197,447 $197,447
2032  Funds for Transportation for Seniors and People with Disabilities $197,447 $197,447
2033  Funds for Transportation for Seniors and People with ‘Disabilities $197,447 $197,447
2034  Funds for Transportation for Seniors and People with Disabilities $197,447 $197,447
2035  Funds for Transportation for Seniors and.-People with Disabilities $197,447 $197,447
2036  Funds for Transportation for Senjors and People with Disabilities $197,447 $197,447
2037  Funds for Transportation for Seniors and People with Disabilities $197,447 $197,447
2038  Funds for Transportation for Seniors and People with Disabilities $197,447 $197,447
2039  Funds for Transportation for Seniors and People with Disabilities $197,447 $197,447
2040 Funds for Transportation for Seniors.and People with Disabilities $197,447 $197,447
2041  Funds for Transportation for Seniors and People with Disabilities $197,447 $197,447
2042  Funds for Transportation for Séniors and People with Disabilities $197,447 $197,447
2043  Funds for Transportation for Seniors and People with Disabilities $197,447 $197,447
2044  Funds for Transportation for Seniors and People with Disabilities $197,447 $197,447
2045  Funds for Transportation for Seniors and People with Disabilities $197,447 $197,447
2046  Funds for Transportation for Seniors and People with Disabilities $197,447 $197,447
2047  Funds for Transportation for Seniors and People with Disabilities $197,447 $197,447
2048  Funds for Transportation for Seniors and People with Disabilities $197,447 $197,447
2049  Funds for Transportation for Seniors and People with Disabilities $197,447 $197,447
2050  Funds for Transportation for Seniors and People with Disabilities $197,447 $197,447
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Table 11-4: FTA Category 5311 Transit Projects.

Project Total Cost FTA Programmed Amount
2025 Rural Transit and Intercity Bus $542,325 $542,325
2026 Rural Transit and Intercity Bus $542,325 $542,325
2027 Rural Transit and Intercity Bus $542,325 $542,325
2028 Rural Transit and Intercity Bus $542,325 $542,325
2029 Rural Transit and Intercity Bus $542,325 $542,325
2030 Rural Transit and Intercity Bus $542,325 $542,325
2031 Rural Transit and Intercity Bus $542,325 $542,325
2032 Rural Transit and Intercity Bus $542,325 $542,325
2033 Rural Transit and Intercity Bus $542,325 $542,325
2034 Rural Transit and Intercity Bus $542,325 $542,325
2035 Rural Transit and Intercity Bus $542,325 $542,325
2036 Rural Transit and Intercity Bus $542,325 $542,325
2037 Rural Transit and Intercity Bus $542,325 $542,325
2038 Rural Transit and Intercity Bus $5424325 $542,325
2039 Rural Transit and Intercity Bus $542,325 $542,325
2040 Rural Transit and Intercity Bus $542,325 $542,325
2041 Rural Transit and Intercity Bus $542,325 $542,325
2042 Rural Transit and Intercity Bus $542,325 $542,325
2043 Rural Transit and Intercity Bus $542,325 $542,325
2044 Rural Transit and Intercity. Bus $542,325 $542,325
2045 Rural Transit and Intercity Bus $542,325 $542,325
2046 RuralTransit and Intercity Bus $542,325 $542,325
2047 Rural Transit and Intercity Bus $542,325 $542,325
2048 Rural Transit and Intercity Bus $542,325 $542,325
2049 Rural Transit and Intercity Bus $542,325 $542,325
2050 Rural Transit anddntercity Bus $542,325 $542,325
Table 11-5: FTA Category 5889 Transit Projects.
Year Project Total Cost FTA Programmed Amount
2025 Bus and Bus Facilities $304,965 $304,965
2025 Bus and Bus Facilities $621,266 $621,266
2025 Bus and Bus Facilities $18,175,000 $18,175,000
2025 Bus and Bus Facilities $350,000 $350,000
2025 Bus and Bus Facilities $2,819,460 $2,819,460
2025 Bus and Bus Facilities $5,001,700 $5,001,700
2026 Bus and Bus Facilities $6,000,000 $6,000,000

2026 Bus and Bus Facilities $350,000 $350,000
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Chapter 12:
Performance Management

12.0 Introduction

The SETRPC-MPO recognizes the importance of transportation performance tracking, goal setting, and
measurement to provide greater accountability and transparency and to achieve a more efficient and
effective investment of transportation resources. To date, the MPO has met all federal deadlines requiring
adoption of performance measures.

12.1 Background

Transportation performance management is a strategic approach that uses system data to make
investment and policy decisions to achieve national performance goals. Monitoring progress towards
achieving these national performance goals is accomplished by establishing performance targets for key
performance measures. Using a performance-based approach, decision makers can apply key
information and data to understand the consequences of investment decisions across transportation
modes.

For the SETRPC-MPO, performance management provides a means to evaluate the functionality and
operations of the regional transportation system. They help to inform decision-making and improve the
accountability for efficient:and effective.implementation of programs and projects. Performance
management serves the following three functions for the SETRPC area:

= Plan Development: Provide a means to quantify baseline system performance and impacts
of plan options to support trade-off decisions and help communicate the anticipated impacts
of different investment strategies.

= Plan Implemeéntation: Support plan implementation by emphasizing agency goals/
objectives and integrating them into budgeting, program structure, project selection, and
project/pragram implementation policies.

= Accountability: Facilitate tracking and reporting on system performance relative to plan
goals and objectives to support accountability for plan implementation and results.

12.1.1 Federal Legislation

Initiated as part of the 2012 Moving Ahead for Progress in the 21st Century (MAP-21) and continued in
the 2015 Fixing America’s Surface Transportation (FAST) Act, State Departments of Transportation
(DOTs) and Metropolitan Planning Organizations (MPOs) are required to move towards a performance-
based planning process with an emphasis on project selection based on specific planning factors.
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SETRPC-MPO has focused on the following factors for selection of projects in its Fiscally Constrained
Project List:

= Safety: Ability to reduce potential crashes based on the Safety Improvement Index (SlI)
reduction factors for specific improvements.

= Emergency Response: Identifies roadway improvements that enhance the provision of
emergency services.

= Intermodal Benefits: Ability to improve the flow of intermodal transport along roadways in
the most cost-effective and safety conscious manner.

= Mobility: Improvement in roadway Level-of-Service (LOS).

On May 27, 2016, the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) and the Federal Transit Administration
(FTA) issued the Statewide and Nonmetropolitan Transportation'Planning; Metropolitan Transportation
Planning Final Rule. This regulation implements the transportation planning and transportation
performance management provisions of MAP-21 and the FAST Act.

Pursuant with The Planning Rule, the Texas Department of Transportation (TxDOT) and each Texas
MPO, including the SETRPC-MPO, must publish a System Performance Report for applicable
performance measures in their respective statewide and metropolitan transportation plans and programs.
The System Performance Report presents the‘condition.and performance of the transportation system
with respect to required performance measures, documents performance targets and progress achieved
in meeting the targets in comparison with previous reports. Per the:Planning Rule, the System
Performance Report for the SETRPC MTP-2050 is included for the required Safety (PM1), Bridge and
Pavement Condition (PM2), System Performance (PM3), Transit Asset Management (TAM), and Public
Transit Agency Safety Plan (PTASP) performance measures and targets.

12.2 Roadway/Performance Measures and Targets

The SETRPC-MPO coordinates\with the Texas Department of Transportation (TxDOT) and the Federal
Highway Administration (FHWA) to establish and adopt performance measures and targets for the
following performancesareas: safety (PM1), pavement and bridge condition (PM2), and system
performance (PM3).

12.2.4(Safety (PM1)
TxDOT has adopted its Strategic Highway Safety Plan, a data-driven statewide-coordinated safety plan

to help reduce fatalities andserious injuries on all public roads. TxDOT established safety performance
measures in the State Biennial Performance Report for Performance Period 2022-2025 dated December
17, 2024. These performance measures are:

1) Number of fatalities

2) Rate of fatalities per 100 million vehicle miles traveled (VMT)

3) Number of serious injuries

4) Rate of serious injuries per 100 million VMT

5) Number of combined non-motorized fatalities and non-motorized serious injuries
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Safety performance targets are provided annually by the States to FHWA for each safety performance
measure. TxDOT adopted and kept in place the FY 2024 safety performance targets for Texas FY 2025
for the five federally required safety performance measures. These targets are applicable to

all public roads in Texas regardless of ownership. Texas statewide safety performance targets are
included in The SETRPC adopted the Texas statewide safety performance targets on February 6, 2025.

Table 12-1: TxDOT Established Safety Performance Targets for FY 2025

Total
Number of
Number of Rate of Numl.)er of . NoT\-
" o0 Serious Serious Motorized
2024 Safety Fatalities Fatalities - T e Fatalities
Targets (FARng'ﬂ)S/ ARF (FARng'ﬂ)S/ ARF| (EARS/CRIS | (CRIS DATA) | and Serious
DATA) Injuries
(FARS/CRIS
DATA)
2020 3,874 1.49 14,659 5.63 2,206
2021 4,486 1.70 19,434 7.35 2,628
2022 3,272 1(25 17,539 6.70 2,321
2023 3,159 1.20 17;819 6.77 2,340
2024 3,046 1.14 18,242 6.77 2,360
2024 Target 3,567 1.36 18,096 6.64 2,371
as a 5-year
Average

The SETRPC-MPO recognizes.the importance of linking goals, objectives, and investment priorities to
stated performance objectives, and that establishing this link is critical to the achievement of
national transportation goals and statewide and regional performance targets. As such, the SETRPC
MTP-2050 planning process directly reflects the goals, objectives, performance measures, and
targets asthey are available and described in other State and public transportation plans and
processes, the Texas Strategic Highway Safety Plan (SHSP), the Texas Highway Safety Improvement
Program (HSIP), the current statewide Texas Transportation Plan 2050 (TTP), and the SETRPC FY
2025-2028 Transportation Improvement Plan (TIP).

= The Texas Strategic Highway Safety Plan (SHSP) is intended to reduce the number of
fatalities and serious injuries resulting from motor vehicle crashes on public roads in Texas.
Existing highway safety plans are aligned and coordinated with the SHSP, including the
Texas Highway Safety Improvement Program (HSIP), MPO and local agencies’ safety plans.
The SHSP guides TxDOT, Texas MPOs, and other safety partners in addressing safety and
defines a framework for implementation activities to be carried out across Texas.

= The TxDOT Highway Safety Improvement Program (HSIP) annual report provides for a
continuous and systematic process that identifies and reviews traffic safety issues around the
state. The goal of the HSIP process is to reduce the number of crashes, injuries and fatalities
through the implementation of strategies and countermeasures structured around seven
emphasis areas.
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= The statewide Texas Transportation Plan 2050 (TTP) summarizes transportation needs

across the state and identifies future funding projections for projects across transportation
modes over the 25-year plan horizon.

To support progress towards approved highway safety targets, the SETRPC FY 2025-2028
TIP increases the safety of the transportation system for motorized and non-motorized users
as required by the Planning Rule through programming projects to help achieve the safety
targets.

To support progress towards approved highway safety targets, the SETRPC MTP=2050 includes
investments for safety improvements. These funded safety projects aredexpected to contribute to the
achievement of the safety performance targets.

12.2.2 Pavement and Bridge Condition (PM2)

The Pavement and Bridge Condition Rule (PM2) establishes performance requirements to assess
conditions on the National Highway System (NHS) and outlines the process for State DOTs and MPOs
to establish targets and report conditions. New new pavement and bridge condition targets are listed in
TxDOT's State Biennial Performance Report for Performance Period 2022-2025 dated December 17,
2025 and consist of the following six (6) performance measures for PM2:

1) Percentage of Interstate System pavement in'geod or better condition,

2)
3)
4)
o)
6)

Percentage of Interstate System pavement in poor condition;

Percentage of Non-Interstate National Highway System pavement in good condition,
Percentage of Non-Interstate National Highway System pavement in poor condition,
Percentage of Bridge Deck on‘the National Highway System in good condition, and

Percentage of Bridge Deck on the National Highway System in poor condition.

MPOs have 180 days from.the adoption of performance measure targets by a state department of
transportation to adopt those measures for.the MPO or adopt their own targets. The SETRPC-MPO
adopted.the performance measures established by TxDOT for PM2 on February 6, 2025. These

performance targets are shown in Table 10-2. These performance targets are shown in Table 12-2.
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Table 12-2: TxDOT Established (PM2) Pavement and Bridge performance Measure Targets

ed dl (JC

Pavement on Interstate System -

1) % in “Good” condition 64.5% 63.9% 63.6%
2) % in “Poor” condition 0.1% 0.2% 0.2%
Pavement on Non-Interstate A

3) % in “Good” condition 51.7% 45.5% 46.0%
4) % in “Poor” condition 1.3% 1.5% 2.5%
National Highway System Bridge Deck Condition ’ ‘

5) % in “Good” condition 49.2% 48.5% 47.6%
6) % in “Poor” condition 1.1% 1.5% 1.5%

The SETRPC-MPO recognizes the importance of linking.goals, objectives, and investment priorities to
stated performance objectives, and that establishing this link'is,critical to the achievement of national
transportation goals and statewide and regional performance targets. As such, the SETRPC MTP-2050
planning process directly reflects the goals, objectives, pefformance measures, and targets as they are
available and described in other State.and public transportation plans and processes; specifically, the
current statewide Texas Transpoftation Plan 2050 (TTP) and the SETRPC 2025-2028 TIP.

= The TTP 2050.summarizes transportation needs across the state and identifies future funding
projections for projects across transportation modes over the 25-year plan horizon.

= The SETRPC FY2025-2028 TIP addresses infrastructure preservation and identifies pavement
and bridge infrastructure needs within'the metropolitan planning area and allocates funding for
targeted infrastructure improvements.

To support progress towards TxDOT's statewide PM2 targets, the SETRPC MTP-2050 includes
investments that will maintain pavement and bridge condition performance. Investments in pavement and
bridge condition could include pavement replacement and reconstruction, bridge replacement and
reconstruction, new bridge and pavement capacity, and system resiliency projects that improve NHS
bridge components.

The fiscally constrained SETRPC MTP-2050 recommends investments for pavement and bridge condition
through Category 1 Preventative Maintenance and Rehabilitation and Category 6 Bridges funds allocated
to the TxDOT Beaumont District. These projects are expected to contribute toward achieving pavement
and bridge condition performance targets.

12.2.3 System Performance (PM3)

The System Performance rule (PM3) establishes performance measure requirements to assess the
performance of the National Highway System (NHS) and to assess freight movement on the Interstate
System. These measures focus on evaluating travel time reliability and travel delays on interstate,
freeway, and principal arterial class facilities to determine whether the magnitude of travel time variability
is considered unreasonable. The objective of the rule is to ensure efforts to improve unreasonable travel
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delays and expedite the movement of people and goods, furthering the national goal of improving the
efficiency of the surface transportation system.

Each MPO and state department of transportation must establish 2- and 4-year performance targets to
assess the travel time reliability of all traffic on the National Highway System (NHS) and the travel
reliability of national freight movement on the Interstate System. On December 17, 2024, the Texas
Department of Transportation revised travel time reliability targets for three performance measures. The
MPO can either adopt a separate set of travel time reliability targets or support the targets approved by
TxDOT. The SETRPC-MPO adopted the performance measures establishedby TxDOT for PM3 on
February 6, 2025. These performance targets are shown in Table 12-3.

Table 12-3: System Performance (PM3) Measures and Targets

Performance Measure StatevYIde
Baseline

National Highway System Travel Time Reliability
1) Percentage of the Person-Miles Traveled on the 84.6% 70% 70%
Interstate that are Reliable
2) Percent of the Person-Miles Traveled on the 90.3% 70% 70%
Non-Interstate NHS that are Reliable
3) Truck Travel Time Reliability (TTTR) Index 1.39 1.55 1.55

The SETRPC-MPO recognizes the importance of linking goals, objectives, and investment priorities to
stated performance objectives, and that establishing this link is critical to the achievement of national
transportation goals and.statewide and/regional performance targets. As such, the SETRPC MTP-2050
planning process directly reflects the‘goals, objectives, performance measures, and targets as they are
available and described in other State and public transportation plans and processes; specifically, the
Texas Freight Mobility Plan, the current statewide Texas Transportation Plan 2050 (TTP), and the
SETRPC FY2025-2028 TIP.

=' The Texas Freight Mobility Plan defines the conditions and performance of the state freight
system and identifies the policies and investments that will enhance Texas highway freight
mobility well into the future. The Plan identifies freight needs and the criteria Texas will use to
determine investments in freight and prioritizes freight investments across modes.

= The TTP 2050 summarizes transportation needs across the state and identifies future funding
projections for projects across transportation modes over the 25-year plan horizon.

= The SETRPC FY2025-2028 TIP addresses reliability, freight movement, and congestion within
the metropolitan planning area and allocates funding for targeted improvements.

To support progress towards TxDOT'’s statewide PM3 targets, the SETRPC MTP-2050 devotes resources
to projects that will address passenger and highway freight reliability and delay. The fiscally constrained
SETRPC MTP-2050 recommends $380,740,178 of investments for travel time reliability improvements
through Category 2 Metropolitan and Urban Area Corridor Projects and Category 4 Statewide
Connectivity Corridor Projects funds allocated to the TxDOT Beaumont District. The funded projects are
expected to contribute toward achieving travel time reliability performance targets.
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12.3 Public Transportation/Transit Performance
Measures and Targets

The SETRPC-MPO coordinates with the Beaumont Municipal Transit (BMT), Port Arthur Transit (PAT),
South East Texas Transit (SETT), and the Federal Transit Authority (FTA) to establish and adopt
performance measures and targets for the following performance areas: transit asset management (TAM)
and Public Transportation Agency Safety Plans (PTASP).

12.3.1 Transit Asset Management Performance Méasures and Targets
(TAM)

The Federal Transit Administration (FTA) Transit Asset Managemeént (TAM) Final Rule requires public
transit providers to establish and implement TAM plans. The TAM plans for tier Il providers must include a
transit asset inventory, condition assessment of the inventoried assets, documentation of the provider’s
decision support tools/process, and a list of investment priorities to improve the state of good repair
(SGR) of the provider’s capital assets. SGR is defined as the condition in which a capital asset is able to
operate at a full level of performance. The premise of the rule'is the condition of assets should guide
funding prioritization. The rule also outlines the process for State departments of transportation, MPOs,
and transit providers to establish and report their transit asset performance targets, and the process FTA
will use to assess whether transit providers have met or made significant progress toward meeting their
performance targets.

FTA requires public transit providers to review and update their TAM plans at least once every four years.
In 2018, Beaumont Municipal Transit;Port Arthur Transit, and South East Texas Transit developed their
own TAM plans in accordance with the TAM Final Rule. The TAM plans were updated in 2025, which
account for each transit provider’'s recent asset inventories, condition assessment, and expectations for
asset procurement and improvements along with performance targets for fiscal years 2025.

Beaumont Municipal Transit, Port Arthur Transit, and South East Texas Transit have approved the
proposed updates to the transit asset performance targets for the federally required transit asset types.
The MPO can either-adopt a separate set of targets for the transit assets or support the targets approved
by the transit agencies. The SETRPC-MPO adopted the performance measures established by Beaumont
Municipal Transit, Port Arthur Transit, and:South East Texas Transit for TAM on February 6, 2025. These
performance targets are shown in Table 12-4.
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Table 12-4: Transit Asset Management (TAM) Performance Measures and Targets
FY 25 Target for

Asset Exceeding Useful
A | A T
Category sset Class sset Type Life Benchmark*
(%)
Bus 20%
Rolling Stock Revenue Vehicle Cutaway Bus 10%
Van 10%
Automobile 80%
Equipment NOH-RGIVGI']UG Trucks and
Vehicle Other Rubber
Tire Vehicles 40%
. Administrative
Maintenance or Offices ahd
Administrative , 10%
N Facility Maintenance
Facility Shop/Yard
Passenger or Station/Transit 10%
Parking Facility Terminal °

*Useful Life Benchmark (ULB): defined by FTA.as the expected amount of time in years that a vehicle type is estimated to function,
when acquired new and assuming, routine maintenance is practiced.

** Based on the TERM scale, an asset is in a state of good repair if it has a rating of 3 or over on the TERM scale

*** FTA’s Transit Economic Requirements Model (TERM). The TERM scale assigns numerical ratings from 1.0 (poor) to 5.0
(excellent) based on condition.

****The SETRPC-MPO is currently working with Beaumont Municipal Transit, Port Arthur Transit and South East Texas Transit to
develop FY2024 TAM Targets. Upon adoption by the JJOHRTS Transportation Planning Committee, Table 12-4 listed above will
be updated in the JJOHRTS MTP-2050.

The SETRPC-MPO recognizes the importance of linking goals, objectives, and investment priorities to
stated performance abjectives, and that establishing this link is critical to the achievement of national
transportation goals and statewide and regional performance targets. As such, the SETRPC MTP-2050
planning process directly reflects the goals, objectives, performance measures, and targets as they are
available and described in other State and public transportation plans and processes, specifically, the
current statewide Texas Transportation Plan (TTP) 2050 and SETRPC FY 2025-2028 TIP.

= The TTP 2050 summarizes transportation needs across the state and identifies future funding
projections for projects across transportation modes over the 25-year plan horizon.

= The SETRPC FY 2025-2028 TIP addresses and identifies transit needs within the metropolitan
planning area and allocates funding for targeted improvements.

To support progress towards the TAM targets, the SETRPC MTP-2050 devotes resources to projects that
will address transit asset management.
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12.3.2 Public Transportation Agency Safety Plan (PTASP)

Under the Federal Transit Administration’s (FTA) Public Transportation Agency Safety Plan (PTASP)
Rule, applicable transit agencies are required to develop safety plans that define how these agencies will
implement Safety Management Systems (SMS). These transit plans are required t0include targets for
performance measures defined in the National Public Transportation Safety Plan, which relate to
fatalities, injuries, safety events, and system reliability. MPOs are federally required to set performance
targets for these transit safety performance measures for their regions, in_coordination with transit and
state agencies. These requirements acknowledge the collaborative relationships needed to manage
safety risks on transit systems.

Beaumont Municipal Transit and Port Arthur Transit are the only.ransit agencies within the metropolitan
area utilizing FTA's Urbanized Area Formula Grants federal funds. Beaumont Municipal Transit and Port
Arthur Transit have adopted transit safety performance targéts for each performance measure. The
SETRPC-MPO adopted the performance measures established by Beaumont Municipal Transit and Port
Arthur Transit for PTASP on February 6, 2025. These performance targets are shown in Table 12-5.

Table 12-5: Public Transportation Agency SafetyfPlain(PTASP) Performance,Measures and Targets

Safety System

| Fatalities | | Injuries | ey | Events |Reliability
Fatalities (Per Injuries (Per Events (Per (VRM
(Total) 100,000 (Total) 100,000
VRM*) VRM) (Total) 100,000 between
VRM) failures)
Fixed 0 0 <3 <033 <2 <0.66 >10,000
Route Bus
Demand
Response 0 0 0 0 <2 <0.8 >50,000
Bus

*The SETRPC-MPO is currently working with Beaumont Municipal Transit, Port Arthur Transit and South East Texas Transit to
develop FY2024 PTASP Targets." Upon adoption by the JJOHRTS Transportation Planning Committee, Table 12-5 listed above
will be updated in the JJOHRTS MTP-2050.

The SETRPC-MPO recognizes the importance of linking goals, objectives, and investment priorities to
stated performance objectives, and that establishing this link is critical to the achievement of national
transportation goals and statewide and regional performance targets. As such, the SETRPC MTP-2050
planning process directly reflects the goals, objectives, performance measures, and targets as they are
available and described in other State and public transportation plans and processes, specifically, the
current statewide Texas Transportation Plan (TTP) 2050 and the SETRPC FY 2025-2028 TIP

= The TTP 2050 summarizes transportation needs across the state and identifies future funding
projections for projects across transportation modes over the 25-year plan horizon.

= The SETRPC FY 2025-2028 TIP addresses and identifies transit needs within the metropolitan
planning area and allocates funding for targeted improvements.

To support progress towards the PTASP targets, the SETRPC MTP-2050 devotes resources to projects
that will transit safety.
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12.4 Project Contribution to Performance Targets

Table 12-6 below shows the projects programmed within the fiscally constrained SETRPC MTP-2050 and
the performance targets that each project is anticipated to positively affect. By agreeing to support the
TxDOT performance targets in the area of safety (PM1), pavement and bridge condition (PM2), and travel
time reliability (PM3), the SETRPC-MPO has agreed to coordinate with TxDOT to program projects that
will contribute to the accomplishment of those goals, measures, and targets.
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Roadway Limits From Limits To Project Name Project Description PM1 PM2 PM3 TAM
Corner of Port of Port Arthur Truck Queuing Area and Laydown Yard Project -
0920-38-288  |24001-F50N Houston |Houston Ave and |4th Street Port / Port Arthur Truck Queuing and Laydown Construction of a Truck Queuing Area at the corner of Houston Avenue and o o o
4th Street 4th St-Rider 37
Corner of Rev Dr
Port of Port Arthur- Construct a Queuing Area at the corner of Rev Dr
0920-38-291  |24002-F50N Austin  |Ransom Howard |4th Street Port / Port Arthur Truck Queuing and Staging ur Queuing v o | o o
Drive Ransom Howard Drive and Austin Avenue
0920-00-149  |24029-F50N Various  |District Wide * FY 24 Districtwide ADA Project FY 24 Districtwide ADA Project. Along College St- From Pinchback Rd to IH 10 o o o
0920-00-171  |24031-F50N Various |District Wide * Truck Parking (FY 25) Truck Parking (FY 25) - approximately 10 truck parking spots o o o
0920-00-172  |24032-F50N Various |District Wide * Truck Parking (FY 26) Truck Parking (FY 26) - approximately 10 truck parking spots o o o
0065-06-067 |19095-F45N US 69 US 96, South Jefferson C/L US 69 Widening - US 96 to Jefferson C/L Widen Freeway from 4 to 6 Lanes o o o
0.10 Miles East of |Pine Island
0339-04-036  |24027-F50N SH 105 fies kastor | Fine Isian SH 105 (SH 326 to Pine Island Bayou) - Widen Widen from 2 to 4 with CLTL o | o o
SH 326 Bayou
0920-00-173  |24033-F50N Various |District Wide * Truck Parking (FY 27) Truck Parking (FY 27) - approximately 10 truck parking spots o o o
. 0.8 Miles North . ) . -
0064-07-044 |24023-F50N US 96 Sabine C/L, South of RE 255 US 96 (Sabine C/L to N of RE2550 - Widen Widen from 2 to 4 Lanes Divided o o o
0.8 Miles North of
0064-08-062  |24024-F50N US 96 RE 25;} south RE 255 US 96 (N of RE 255 to RE 255) - Widen Widen from 2 to 4 Lanes Divided o o o
0200-14-060 24026-F50N us 69 IH 10, South SH 347 US 69 Widening - IH-10 to SH 347 Widen from 4 to 6 Main Lanes o o o
0028-13-142  |24022-F50N IH 10 US 90, East At UPRR IH 10-UPRR Overpass Bridge Replacement IH 10-UPRR Overpass - Replace Bridge and Approaches o o o
Angelina County |Tyler County . . - . -
0200-04-020  |24025-F50N US 69 Line Line US 69 Corridor - Angelina C/L to Tyler C/L Reconstruct Existing 2 Lane Highway to 4 Lanes Divided o o
0920-00-133  |24028-F50N Various Districtwide * |H-10 Drainage Improvements IH-10 Drainage Improvements o o
0065-07-065 |19084-F45N US 69 Hardin C/L, South |Tram Road US 69 Widening - Hardin C/L To Tram Rd Widen Freeway from 4 to 6 Lanes o o o
0920-00-150 |24030-F50N Various |District Wide * District Wide- ITS Upgrade District Wide - ITS Upgrade to Install 40 CCTV Cameras and 8 DMSs o
Multiple NA NA NA NA Transit Operations and Maintenance Transit Operations and Maintenance o o o




JJOHRTS 2025-2028 Transportation Improvement Program

\—-——

In addition, by agreeing to support regional transit agency performance targets in the areas of transit asset
management (TAM) and Public Transportation Agency Safety Plans (PTASP), the SETRPC-MPO has agreed to
coordinate with Beaumont Municipal Transit (BMT), Port Arthur Transit (PAT), and South East Texas Transit
(SETT) to program projects that will contribute to the accomplishment of those goals, measures, and targets.
See Table 12-7 below.

Table 12-7: Project Contribution to Transit Performance Targets

MPO ID Project Sponsor FY Year Description Tam PTASP
22015- Beaumont Municipal . ,
TXXE Transit 2025 Operating assistance for FY 2025 X X
22024- South East Texas . .
TXXE Transit 2025 Operating assistance for FY 2025 X X
22085- South East Texas 2025 Administration and Operation_of a Rural Transportation X X
TXXE Transit Program (2025)
20015- Beaumont Municipal . . .
TXXE Transit 2025 Paratransit & Service Vehicle Replacement X
20016- Beaumont Municipal Purchase 2 Replacement Low-Emissions 30’ Heavy Duty

. 2025 X
TXXE Transit Bus
25012- ici
TXXE ?reaanusri'r:ont Municipal 2025 Paratransit Service Operating Assistance X X
25013- ici
TXXE _I?reaanusr;ont Municipal 2025 AVL System Replacement & Paratransit Scheduling Software X X
22018- Beaumont Municipal . .
TXXE Transit 2026 Operating assistance for FY 2026 X X
22025- South East Texas : ;
TXXE Transit 2026 Operating assistance for FY 2026 X X
22086- South East Texas Administration.and Operation of a Rural Transportation

. 2026 X X
TXXE Transit Program
24012- Beaumont Municipal ) .
TXXE Transit 2027 Operating assistance for FY 2026 X X
24015- South East Texas 5027 Administration and Operation of a Rural X X
TXXE Transit Transportation Program
24016- Beaumont Municipal . ,
TXXE Transit 2028 Operating assistance for FY 2026 X X
24018- South East Texas 2028 Administration and Operation of a Rural X X
TXXE Transit Transportation Program
24019- South East Texas 2028 Administration and Operation of a Rural X X
TXXE Transit Transportation Program
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' W Value <
YourInput

Public Meetings for Drafts of the
JJOHRTS MTP-2050 Amendment #2§
JJOHRTS 2025-2028 TIP Amendment #2,
& to Learn About Transportation Conformity

The SETRPC-MPO is hosting a series of four public meetings to give citizens in Jasper, Jefferson, Orange,
and Hardin Counties the opportunity to provide comments on the JJOHRTS MTP-2050 Amendment #2
Draft, JJOHRTS 2025-2028 TIP Amendment #2 Draft, and associated Transportation Conformity.

Tuesday, Sept 30, 2025

@ 3:00 PM Thursday, Oct 2, 2025
@ 2:00 PM
Port Arthur
Public Library Hybrid Event
4615 9th Avenue In-Person:
Port Arthur, TX 77642 SETRPC
nesda Homer E. Nagel Room
(409) 985-8838 @ 3:0 2210 Eastex Freeway
Beaumont, TX 77703
tbrary (409) 899-8444 Ext. 6600
Tuesday, Oct 7 220 5th Street Virtual:
@ 2:00 PM &nge TX 77630 To attend the meeting
virtually, please visit our
Jasper 9) 883-1086 / website (www.setrpc.org)
Annex under our upcoming

el

events to access the link.

/

Please attend any meeting to provide your input or submit written comments by 5:00 PM CST, October 17, 2025 to:

271 E Lamar
Jasper, TX 759

(409) 384-6226

Bob Dickinson | bdickinson@setrpc.org | 2210 Eastex Freeway, Beaumont, Texas 77703

All comments received will be addressed and provided to the Transportation Planning Committee for consideration.

For special requests, please contact Bob Dickinson at least 48 hours in advance
at 409-899-8444 x7520 or bdickinson@setrpc.org.

oN &
NTaL SOUTH EAST TEXAS REGIONAL PLANNING COMMISSION



We Value Your Input!

The South East Texas Regional Planning Commission (SETRPC) is the designated Metropolitan Planning
Organization (MPO) for the Jasper-Jefferson-Orange-Hardin Regional Transportation Study (JUJOHRTS)
area, comprised of Jasper, Jefferson, Orange and Hardin Counties. In conjunction with the Texas
Department of Transportation, the SETRPC-MPO is responsible for an overall plan that identifies the most
desirable and efficient means of meeting transportation needs for the next twenty years.

As part of the continuing, cooperative, and comprehensive transportation planning process, the SETRPC-
MPO will be hosting FOUR public meetings to provide the citizens an overview of, and an opportunity to
comment on the JJOHRTS Metropolitan Transportation Plan 2050 (MTP-2050) Amendment #2 Draft,
which includes transportation projects through year 2050, and the JJOHRTS FY 2025-2028 Transportation
Improvement Program (TIP) Amendment #2 Draft, which contains projects and programs scheduled for
implementation within the next four years.

Public Meeting Locations and Times:

Tuesday, September 30, 2025 - 3:00 PM
Port Arthur Public Library, 4615 9" Ave, Port Arthur, TX

Wednesday, October 1, 2025 - 3:00 PM
Orange Public Library, 220 5" Street, Orange, TX

Thursday, October 2, 2025 - 2:00 PM*
SETRPC Homer E. Nagel Room, 2210 Eastex Freeway, Beaumont, TX
*HYBRID MEETING

Tuesday, October 7, 2025 - 2:00 PM
Jasper County Annex Building, 271 East Lamar Street, Jasper, TX

The JJOHRTS MTP-2050 Amendment #2 draft and the JJOHRTS FY 2025-2028 TIP Amendment #2 draft
can be downloaded at www.setrpc.org/ter. The 30-day public comment period ends on Friday, October 17,
2025. Please attend any one of the meetings to provide input or submit written comments by 5:00 PM, on
that day, to Bob Dickinson at the South East Texas Regional Planning Commission, 2210 Eastex Freeway,
Beaumont, Texas 77703. For more information or for special needs requests (made 48 hours in advance),
please contact Bob Dickinson at (409) 899-8444 extension 7520 or bdickinson@setrpc.org.
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SE I RPC South East Texas Regional Planning Commission

TRANSPORTATION & 2210 Eastex Freeway ¢ B_eaumont, Texas * 77703
ENVIRONMENTAL 409-899-8444 (office) » 409-729-6511 (fax)
RESOTUTRCES www.setrpc.org

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE
September 18, 2025

CONTACT: Bob Dickinson — Director, Transportation and Environmental Resources
409-899-8444 extension 7520 or email: bdickinson@setrpc.org

Public Encouraged to Provide Comments for the MTP-2050 Amendment #2 Draft,
FY 2025-2028 TIP Amendment #2 Draft, and to Learn About Transportation Conformity
“SETRPC to Host Four Public Meetings beginning Tuesday, September 30, 2025

The South East Texas Regional Planning Commission (SETRPC) will host FOUR. public meetings beginning
Tuesday, September 30, 2025, permitting citizens in Jasper, Jefferson, Orange, and Hardin Counties the
opportunity to learn about the JJOHRTS Metropolitan Transportation Plan 2050 (MTP-2050), Amendment
#2 Draft, the JJOHRTS FY 2025-2028 Transportation Improvement Program (TIP), Amendment #2 Draft,
Transportation Conformity, and to provide comments on regional transportation needs and issues. “This is
an opportunity for the public to be directly involved in the process and to have their voices heard as we develop
recommendations to address transportation-related issues that are affecting the southeast Texas region.
Public input is an essential part of this process, and we want to make sure the needs of our region are properly
addressed,” says Bob Dickinson, Director of Transportation and Environmental Resources for SETRPC.

The public is encouraged to attend a meeting or provide written comments by 5:00 PM CST, on Friday, October
17, 2025. Public meetings will be held at the following locations:

Tuesday, September 30, 2025 - 3:00 PM
Port Arthur'Public Library, 4615 9th Ave, Port Arthur, TX

Wednesday, October 1, 2025 - 3:00 PM
Orange Public Library, 220 5th Street, Orange, TX

Thursday, October 2, 2025 - 2:00 PM
Hybrid Event — In"Person and Virtual Meeting
SETRPC Homer E. Nagel Room, 2210 Eastex Freeway, Beaumont, TX
To attend the meeting virtually, please visit our website (www.setrpc.org)
under our upcoming events to access the link.

Tuesday, October 7, 2025 - 2:00 PM
Jasper County Annex Building, 271 East Lamar Street, Jasper, TX

These meetings are designed to solicit the public’s ideas and input on transportation needs for the southeast
Texas area. All meetings are the same and are not restricted to a specific area. The public is strongly
encouraged to be an active part of this process by selecting a meeting day and time that fits their schedule.
For more information or for special needs requests (made 48 hours in advance), please contact Bob
Dickinson at (409) 899-8444 extension 7520 or bdickinson@setrpc.org.

SETRPC is designated as the Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) for the Metropolitan Planning Area
comprised of Jasper, Jefferson, Orange, and Hardin Counties. The SETRPC, in conjunction with the Texas
Department of Transportation, local governments and other interested parties, facilitates the regional multi-modal
transportation planning process.
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FY 2025-2028 TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
SETRPC METROPOLITAN PLANNING ORGANIZATION

HIGHWAY PROJECTS
FY 2025
DISTRICT MPO COUNTY CSJ TIP FY HWY PHASE CITY YOE COST
BEAUMONT SETRPC JEFFERSON 0920-35-288 2025 Houston C PORT ARTHUR $1,931,138

LIMITS FROM: CORNER OF HOUSTON AVE AND
LIMITS TO: 4TH STREET

PROJECT Port of Port Arthur Truck Queuing Area and Laydown Yard Project- Construction of a Tr
DES Corner of Houston Avenue and 4th Stre r37

PROJECT SPONSOR: TxDOT
REVISION DATE: 05/2025
MPO PROJ NUM: Q%Eﬁ;l—FBUN

REMARKS PROJECT
................................................................................................................................................. L
TOTAL PROJECT COST INFORMATION H AUTHORIZED EUNDING BY CATEGORYISHARE
PRELIM ENG: § 0: COST OF CATEGORY _ FEDERAL STATE REGIONAL LOCAL MATCH LC TOTAL
ROW PURCH: $ 0 3TMF 50 $1,931,138 50 50 50 $1,931,138
CONSTCOST: §  1.931,138 } APPROVED ey 50 $1.931,138 50 50 50 51,931,130
CONST ENG: § p: PHASES y el
INDIRECT: § 0i
BOND FIN: § 0
POT CHG ORD: % 0i
TOTAL COST: § 1,931,138
Project Name: Port / Port Arthur Truck Queuing and Laydown
DISTRICT MPO COUNTY CSJ TIPEY HWY _ PHASE CITY YOE COST
BEAUMONT SETRPC JEFFERSON  0920-38-291 2025 Austin  C PORT ARTHUR $1.515,652

LIMITS FROM: CORNER OF REV. DR. RANSOM HOWARD DRIVE
LIMITS TO: AUSTIN AVENUE

PROJECT Port of Port Arthur-Construct a Queuing Area at the Corner of Rev. Dr. Ransom Howard Drive and Austin
DESCR: Avenue

PROJECT SPONSOR: TxDOT

REVISION DATE: 05/2025

MPO PROJ NUM: 24035-F50N
FUNDING CAT(S): 3TMF

..................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................

LIMITS FROM: DISTRICT WIDE PROJECT SPONSOR: TxDOT

Y 24 Districtwide ADA Project. Along College St

rom Pinchback RD to 1H 10

REMARKS PT: Under the Carbon Reduction Program (CRP) Implementation Guidance,
on page 8, section 9 Truck Parking it states, @CRP funds may be
obligated for a project on an eligible facility that reduces transportation
emissions. € The Truck parking will be on IH-10,

PROJECT
HISTORY:

TOTAL PROJECT COST INFORMATION
194,970 §

i AUTHORIZED FUNDING BY CATEGORY/SHARE
CATEGORY

REMARKS P7: PROJECT
................................................................................................................................................. L T
TOTAL PROJECT COST INFORMATION : AUTHORIZED FUNDING BY CATEGORY/SHARE
PRELIM ENG: $ 0 COST OF CATEGORY  FEDERAL STATE REGIONAL LOCAL MATCH LC TOTAL
ROW PURCH: § 0 BTMF 50 $ 1,515,652 50 50 50 $ 1,515,652
CONSTCOST: § 1515653 | APPROVED  Smmr 50 51515652 50 50 50 51515652
CONST ENG: $ 0 : PHASES : L s
INDIRECT: § 0
BOND FIN: § D:
POT CHG ORD: $ 0
TOTAL COST: § 1,515,653
Project Name: Port / Port Arthur Truck Queuing and Staging
DISTRICT MPO COUNTY CSJ TIPEY HWY _ PHASE CITY YOE COST
BEAUMONT SETRPC JEFFERSON  0920-00-149 2025 VARIOUS $ 3,031,841

REVISION DATE: 052025

MPO PROJ NUM: 24029-F50N
FUNDING CAT(S): 12,101

..................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................

PRELIM ENG: § D FEDERAL STATE REGIONAL _LOCAL MATCH LC TOTAL
ROW PURCH: § 0! H2 $ 1,104,000 $ 276,000 50 50 50 $ 1,380,000
CONSTCOST: & 3031801 & A Aoes 110 $ 1,200,000 $ 300,000 $0 $0 $0  $1500,000
CONTING: % 1 0 P$3.031.84 i $121,473 5 30,368 50 50 50 $ 151,841
INDIRECT: & 0 TOTAL $2.425.473 § 606,368 $0 $0 $0 53,031,841
BOND FIN: $ 0 !
POT CHG ORD: § 0
TOTALCOST: § 3,475,635 |

Project Name: FY 24 Districtwide ADA Project




\-‘

FY 2025-2028 TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

SETRPC METROPOLITAN PLANNING ORGANIZATION

PRELIM ENG:

CONST COST:
CONST ENG:
CONTING:
INDIRECT:
BOND FIN:
POT CHG ORD:
TOTAL COST:

ROW PURCH: 3

dance, i PROJECT

P funds may be : HISTORY:

obligated for @rﬁm'ect on an eligible facility that reduces transportation

emissions €

% 58,029 §

0 COSTOF
$ 2,654,302 All;mgggn
% 518 ¢ §2 654302
5 0:

] 0
% 0i
$ 2,789,901 :

e Truck parking will be on [H-10,
TOTAL PROJECT COST INFORMATION i

CATEGORY FEDERAL

AUTHORIZED FUNDING BY CATEGORY/SHARE

HIGHWAY PROJECTS
FY 2025
DISTRICT MPO COUNTY CSJ TIP FY HWY  PHASE CITY YOE COST
BEAUMONT SETRPC JEFFERSON 0920-00-171 2025 VARIOUS $ 2,654,302
LIMITS FROM: DISTRICT WIDE PROJECT SPONSOR: TxDOT
LIMITS TO: . REVISION DATE: 05/2025

MPO PROJ NUM: 24031-F50N
FUNDING CAT(S): 10,1

REMARKS P7: Under the Carbon Reduction Pragram (CRP) ImEIementatiun Gui
on page 8, section 9 Truck Parking it states, C

STATE REGIONAL LOCAL MATCH LC TOTAL
H0 $ 1,695,000 $ 423 750 50 50 50 $2.118.750
B 50 $ 535,552 50 50 50 $ 535552
TOTAL % 1,695,000 3959 302 30 50 50 $ 2.654,302

Project Name:

Truck Parking (FY 25)
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FY 2025-2028 TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
SETRPC METROPOLITAN PLANNING ORGANIZATION

DESCR:

PROJECT Truck Parking (FY 2b) - approximately 10 truck parking spots

HIGHWAY PROJECTS
FY 2026
DISTRICT MPO COUNTY CSJ TIP FY HWY  PHASE CITY YOE COST
BEAUMONT SETRPC JEFFERSON 0920-00-172 2026 VARIOUZE 1,249 538
LIMITS FROM: DISTRICT WIDE PROJECT SPONSOR: TxDOT
LIMITS TO: .

REVISION DATE: 05/2025

MPO PROJ NUM: 24032-F50N
FUNDING CAT(S): 10

REMARKS P7: Under the Carbon Reduction Program (CRP) Imﬁementatiun Guidance,
on page 8, section 9 Truck Parklngl; it states,
obligated for @I_ ﬁmjl_ect on an eligib

e

PROJECT
P funds may be HISTORY:

e facility Ihat reduces transportation

........................... emissions € The Truck parking Will e on =10, o eieeeeeereeseeeesfoneesassseesesseessesseseessenesessenserssensnsseesetineaseseeseesseseeseeeneseesenseeasesseasesessns e
TOTAL PROJECT COST INFORMATION i AUTHORIZED FUNDING BY CATEGORY/SHARE
PRELIM ENG: $ 60,627 COST OF {CATEGORY _ FEDERAL STATE REGIONAL LOCAL MATCH LC TOTAL
ROW PURCH: $ 0 i
SR SR - (B L M S TG M 1
CONST ENG: § i PHASES : a e
CONTING: § pi $71.249538
INDIRECT: § 0
BOND FIN: § 0i
POT CHG ORD: § 0
TOTAL COST: § 1,310,165

Project Name: Truck Parking (FY 26)
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FY 2025-2028 TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

SETRPC METROPOLITAN PLANNING ORGANIZATION

HIGHWAY PROJECTS
FY 2027
DISTRICT MPO COUNTY CSJ TIP FY HWY  PHASE CITY YOE COST
BEAUMONT SETRPC HARDIN 0065-06-067 2027 uses C BEAUMONT $ 63,288,000
LIMITS FROM: US 96, South PROJECT SPONSOR: TxDOT
LIMITS TO: Jefferson C/L REVISION DATE: 05/2025
.......... R ey A i e
............. DESCR: . eoeeeseeeeeseessesseesssssssssssssssssnssss s eR S Re s mmssss s e eREsns s snssssens st sessansasssnssilintnnnentoe s epsnsaasbaBinscesss I NDING CAT(S): ZAUT e
REMARKS PT: PROJECT
................................................................................................................................................. LR
TOTAL PROJECT COSTIN FORMATION i AUTHORIZED FUNDING BY CATEGORY/SHARE
PRELIM ENG: § 1,613,938 ¢ H CATEGORY FEDERAL STATE REGIONAL LOCAL MATCH LC TOTAL
ROW PURCH: 0! aCDoroE, 2 $ 4,711,999 $ 1,178,000 $0 $0 $0 $ 5,889,999
CONST COST: §  63.288,000 ; A riQre”  UU $37.156,178  $9.289045 §0 50 S0 §46445223
Sl AT 0% 563288000 | $8762222  § 2,190,556 $0 50 S0 510,952,778
INDIRECT: § 0 ;TOTAL % 50,630,399 5 12,657 601 50 50 g0 563,288,000
BOND FIN: § 0 :
POT CHG ORD: % 0:
TOTAL COST: § 64,901,938
Project Name: US 69 Widening — US 69 to Jefferson C/L
DISTRICT MPO COUNTY CSJ TIP FY HWY  PHASE CITY YOE COST
BEAUMONT SETRPC HARDIN 0339-04-036 2027 SH105 C $ 119,784,000
LIMITS FROM: 0.10 MILES EAST OF SH 326 PROJECT SPONSOR: TXDOT
LIMITS TO: PINE ISLAND BAYOU REVISION DATE: 05/2025
.......... B O T TR BRGNS T8 B TN i T oo L oo e T B = T
............. DESCR: . cooeeeeeeeeeeeeeeseeeeesssssssssssnssessessesilbeeeeesss s samesseembeceseesesssnsons aameamamthcseeseevensssssmsssssnesnnsnnseesesssssssmsmmsiosneeeesee AANOING CAT(S): 12,2 .
REMARKS PT: PROJECT
................................................................................................................................................. S Ry et et e e essen e s e R e e
TOTAL PROJECT COST INFORMATION : AUTHORIZED FUNDING BY CATEGORY/SHARE
PRELIM ENG: § 0: T CATEGORY FEDERAL STATE REGIONAL LOCAL MATCH LC TOTAL
ROWPURCH: $ 27,856,105 : 12 $0  $ 46584000 $0 $0 $0  $46584,000
cggﬂs;cgﬂsgf 3 ToTsnly Agﬁﬁggn 2 50  §$73,200.000 50 50 $0  $73.200,000
CONTIHG: % 0 % 119,784,000 ETOTAL 50  $119,784,000 50 50 50  $119,784,000
INDIRECT: % 0 ;
BOND FIN: $ 0:
POT CHG ORD: $ 0:
TOTAL COST: § 147,640,106 :
Project Name: SH 105 (SH 326 to Pine Island Bayou) - Widen
DISTRICT MPO COUNTY CSJ TIP FY HWY  PHASE CITY YOE COST
BEAUMONT SETRPC JEFFERSON 0920-00-173 2027 VARIOUS $1,203,135
LIMITS FROM: DISTRICT WIDE PROJECT SPONSOR: TxDOT
LIMITS TO: . REVISION DATE: 05/2025
.......... BROJECT Trick Bariing (7 375 Samrorimatoly T Wack Satkine spafar sy e T B R =]
............. DESCR: . vssssss s ssssssssssss s sssmssssssssssssssess s sssssssssssssssssssassssssssssssssessesssesssssssssssssssssssasssssssssbanssssssss i N GG A A e e
REMARKS P7: Under the Carbon Reduction Program (CRP) Imﬁementatinn Guidance, PROJECT
on page 8, section 9 Truck Parking it states, CRP funds may be HISTORY:
obligated for a project on an eligible facility that reduces transportation
........................... emissions.  The Truck parking willbe O IFAD, | it ises e s ssess s sssseses seses s eSS RS s R R RS Ras SRR s b b s basnns
TOTAL PROJECT COST INFORMATION : AUTHORIZED FUNDING BY CATEGORY/SHARE
PRELIM ENG: § 0 i CATEGORY FEDERAL STATE REGIONAL LOCAL MATCH LC TOTAL
ROW PURCH: $ S AL ES T § 962,508 § 240,627 50 50 $0  $1203.135
St CILES T BRI R R R el e 1T 5962508 $ 240,627 T0 50 50 $1203.1%
CONST ENG: § 0:
CONTING: $ 0 $120313%
INDIRECT: $ 0:
BOND FIN: § 0:
POT CHG ORD: % 0:
TOTAL COST: § 1,203,135

Project Name: Truck Parking (FY 27)
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FY 2025-2028 TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
SETRPC METROPOLITAN PLANNING ORGANIZATION

HIGHWAY PROJECTS
FY 2027
DISTRICT MPO COUNTY CGJ TIP Y HWY _ PHASE CIY YOE COS1
BEAUMONT SETRPC JASPER 0064-07-044 2027 UsS9 C $0
LIMITS FROM: SABINE CO/L, SOUTH PROJECT SPONSOR: TxDOT
LIMITS TO: 0.8 MILES NORTH OF RE 255 REVISION DATE: 05/2025
.......... B S T T T e T e e e e e
............. DESCR: ... sssss s ss s s s sssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssmsssssssassmsssssssssssesssssses T S ... FUNDING CAT(S): ARAZ ..o
REMARKS P7: PROJECT
................................................................................................................................................. R N T
TOTAL PROJECT COST INFORMATION ] AUTHORIZED FUNDING BY CATEGORYISHARE
PRELIM ENG: § 0 COST OF (CATEGORY __ FEDERAL STATE REGIONAL LOCAL MATCH LC TOTAL
ROW PURCH: § 0} R 50 50 50 50 ] 50
CONST COST: § 0 { APPROVED H2 50 50 50 50 50 50
CONST ENG: § 0i PHATES 4 50 50 50 50 50 50
CONTING: $ 0 :
BOND FIN: $ 0 i
POT CHG ORD: § 0
TOTAL COST: § 0
Project Name: US 96 (Sabine C/L to N of RE2550 — Widen)
DISTRICT MPO COUNTY CSJ TIPEY HWY _ PHASE CITY YOE COST
BEAUMONT SETRPC JASPER 0064-08-062 2027 Usg C $0
LIMITS FROM: 0.8 MILES NORTH OF RE 255, SOUTH PROJECT SPONSOR: TxDOT
LIMITS TO: RE 255 REVISION DATE: 05/2025
.......... T MPO PROJ NUM: 24024 FEON
............. DESCR: ....oooooeeeesessesssssssssesessssssssssssssessssssdioateestst oo heeessatads e essessesses seteebtgthesseessesesssssssssssssssssammsenssssssssssssssnsninssseenee L ONDING CAT(S): 4R121 ...
REMARKS PT: PROJECT
................................................................................................................................................. L TRttt st s serser s s s s s s
TOTAL PROJECT COST INFORMATION i AUTHORIZED EUNDING BY CATEGORY/SHARE
PRELIM ENG: § 0 COST OF CATEGORY  FEDERAL STATE REGIONAL LOCAL MATCH LC TOTAL
ROW PURCH: $ 0 4R $0 50 $0 50 $0 50
CONST COST: % 0 i APPROVED H2 $0 0 $0 0 $0 S0
BLTIE 0: GRHASES $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
CONTING: § 04 L
INDIRECT: % 0! TOTAL ] 50 ] 50 ] 50
BOND FIN: § 0 :
POT CHG ORD: $ D
TOTAL COST: § 0
Project Name: US 96 (N of RE 255 to RE 255) - Widen
DISTRICT MPO COUNTY CSJ TIPTY HWY _ PHASE CITY YOE COST
BEAUMONT SETRPC JEFFERSON  0200-14-060 2027 Usey C BEAUMONT 50
LIMITS FROM: 1H 10, SOUTH PROJECT SPONSOR: TXDOT
LIMITS TO: SH 347 REVISION DATE: 05/2025
.......... B S T TSR BSOS e B U T e MPO PROJ NUM: 24026.F50N
............. T Lo TN SO 3. .1 s s L ) LY 2
REMARKS PT: PROJECT
................................................................................................................................................. R
TOTAL PROJECT COST INFORMATION H AUTHORIZED FUNDING BY CATEGORY/SHARE
PRELIM ENG: $ 0 COST OF {CATEGORY __ FEDERAL STATE REGIONAL LOCAL MATCH LC TOTAL
ROW PURCH: $ 0 "2 50 ] 50 50 50 ]
CONST COST: § 0{ APPROVED 4 50 50 50 $0 50 50
CONST ENG: § o PAATS $0 $0 $0 $0 50 $0
CONTING: § 0 i
INDIRECT: § 0! TOTAL 50 50 50 ] 50 50
BOND FIN: $ 0} :
POT CHG ORD: § 0
TOTAL COST: § 0

Project Name:

US 69 Widening —1H-10 to SH 347
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FY 2025-2028 TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
SETRPC METROPOLITAN PLANNING ORGANIZATION

HIGHWAY PROJECTS
FY 2028
DISTRICT MPO COUNTY TSJ TIPEY HWY _ PHASE CITY YOE COST
BEAUMONT _ SETRPC JEFFERSON  0028-13-142 2028 H10 C BEAUMONT 50
LIMITS FROM: US 90, EAST PROJECT SPONSOR: TxDOT
LIMITS TO: AT UPRR REVISION DATE: 0512025
.......... BROIECT T 10 BB Ovarsess s Bidss s Ko e MPO PROJ NUM: 2402 F50N
............. DESCR: ...t ss s ssssassssssssasssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssnssssssssssssssssnssssssseesee - SO ... FUNDING CAT(S): 12,2 e
REMARKS P7: PROJECT
................................................................................................................................................. S TR e e ses e eeee e see e e e e sees e eene e see
TOTAL PROJECT COST INFORMATION : AUTHORIZED FUNDING BY CATEGORYISHARE
PRELIM ENG: $ 0t COST OF {CATEGORY __ FEDERAL STATE REGIONAL _LOCAL MATCH LC TOTAL
ROW PURCH: § 0: 12 50 §0 50 50 50 50
CONST COST: $ 0i ATLAONED 2 50 50 50 50 50 50
CONST ENG: § 0i :
CONTING: & o 50 TOTAL 50 50 50 50 50 50
INDIRECT: § 0 '
BOND FIN: § 0
POT CHG ORD: $ 0
TOTAL COST: § 0
Project Name: IH 10-UPRR Overpass Bridge Replacement
DISTRICT MPO COUNTY CsSJ TIPEY HWY  PHASE CITY YOE COST
BEAUMONT  SETRPC JASPER 0200-04-020 2028 Us6g C $ 20,906,668
LIMITS FROM: ANGELINA COUNTY LINE PROJECT SPONSOR: TxDOT
LIMITS TO: TYLER COUNTY LINE REVISION DATE: 05/2025
.......... BROECT Widen L3 Cana gt s 7 s R R s MPO PROJ NUM: 24025 £50N
............. DESCR: . ..oooeeeseeeesesessssssssssessssssmssesssssssdibaaassant esssssoes tesattttbessssssessesssssotttssssabhesssassssssessssssmmsrssssssssssssssmssessssssoensssseese O NOING CAT(S): 4R A s
REMARKS PT: PROJECT
................................................................................................................................................. HISTORY: oo eseevssscnsssessssasebeess s ssssssessb s sssss s et ssss s aannes
TOTAL PROJECT COST IN FORMATION : AUTHORIZED FUNDING BY CATEGORY/SHARE
PRELIM ENG: $ ; cOST OF {CATEGORY __ FEDERAL STATE REGIONAL LOCAL MATCH LC TOTAL
ROW PURCH: $ T6, 770 4R 5 16,128,000 $ 4,032,000 50 50 50  $20,160,000
CONSTCOST: §  20.906668 | ZEElQNED | 5597334 $ 149,334 50 50 50 $ 746,668
CONTING: % 0 i $20906668 TOTAL 516,725,334 $4.181,334 50 50 50 S 20906668
INDIRECT: § 0 5
BOND FIN: § 0
POT CHG ORD: $ 0
TOTALCOST: $ 20,983,438,
Project Name: US 69 Corridor — Angelina C/L to Tyler C/L
DISTRICT MPO COUNTY CsJ TIPEY HWY___PHASE CITY YOE COST
BEAUMONT __ SETRPC JEFFERSON  0920-00-133 2028 VARIOUSS $ 11,200,000

LIMITS FROM:

Districtwide

PROJECT SPONSOR: TxDOT
REVISION DATE: 05/2025

; MPO PROJ NUM: 24028-F50N
............................................................................................................................................................................................. L0 L —
REMARKS PT: PROJECT
................................................................................................................................................. S TRy et cer e ses s er e s e s e e
TOTAL PROJECT COST INFORMATION AUTHORIZED FUNDING BY CATEGORYISHARE
PRELIM ENG: $ 5030341 CAIEGORY FEDERAL STATE ___ REGIONAL LOCAL MATCH LC TOTAL
ROW PURCH: $ 0! 12 $ 8,960,000 $ 2,240,000 50 50 50 §11,200,000
oL s man0000 ¢ ATHRQES®  FOTAC $5.960.000  $2.240,000 50 50 $0 511,200,000
CONTING: § o i $11.200000 ¢
INDIRECT: § 0i
BOND FIN: $ 0
POT CHG ORD: § 0
TOTAL COST: § 11,703,034

Project Name:

IH-10 Drainage Improvements
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FY 2025-2028 TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
SETRPC METROPOLITAN PLANNING ORGANIZATION

HIGHWAY PROJECTS
FY 2028
DISTRICT MPO COUNTY CSJ TIP FY HWY  PHASE CITY YOE COST
BEAUMONT SETRPC JEFFERSON 00&5-07-065 2028 uUses C BEAUMONT $ 14,719,999

LIMITS FROM: Hardin CiL, South
LIMITS TO: Tram Rd

PROJECT Widen Freeway from 4 to 6 Lanes

PROJECT SPONSOR: TxDOT
REVISION DATE: 05/2025
MPO PROJ NUM: 19034-F45N

............. DESCRE ..o seeeseessessssesssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssossossosssssssssssssssossossssssssssssssssgsssssssssnsensessensseesensensbbsssssnsrensonsnnseneebibineneree F ANANG CAT(S): 2 e
REMARKS PT: PROJECT
................................................................................................................................................. S Ry et ce e aseesasen s sbbme e aen e e n s e e
TOTAL PROJECT COST INFORMATION '} AUTHORIZED FUNDING BY CATEGORYISHARE
PRELIM ENG: § 32375 CATEGORY FEDERAL STATE . REGIONAL LOCAL MATCH LC TOTAL
ROW PURCH: $ 0 g § 11,775,999 $ 2,944,000 50 50 50 514,719,999
e oL s 1amasss : ACLRQES. TOTAL  ST1.775999 52344000 50 50 50 $14.719.99
CONTING: $ i 814719999 !
INDIRECT: § 0]
BOND FIN: § 0
POT CHG ORD: § 0
TOTAL COST: § 15,032,374

Project Name: US 69 Widening — Hardin D/L to Tram Rd



T ————

FY 2025-2028 TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

SETRPC METROPOLITAN PLANNING ORGANIZATION

HIGHWAY PROJECTS
FY 2031
DISTRICT MPO COUNTY CSJ TIPEY HWY _ PHASE CITY YOE COST
BEAUMONT SETRPC JEFFERSON  0920-00-150 2031 VARIOUS $0
LIMITS FROM: DISTRICT WIDE PROJECT SPONSOR: TxDOT
LIMITS TO: . REVISION DATE: 05/2025
.......... PR e e U s de T Traial A0 TV S g B R RN e
............. DESCR . ooeoeseeeeeeeeseeeesessseseessmseeseesseseesee s sesenssseessensesseesssnsassssssmmsnsesessmnseseesmseeeseesesseeseessesssiibnssassonsenssasseesssbativeere [ LONDING CAT(S): 11 .
REMARKS PT: PROJECT
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